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r avmwom 

~ Momorend~m of Agreement (~o~eement) Is entered Into bot~n
Wsto~ ~[~ Council of the State of CBHfomJt (~un~H) 8nd the ~oderal E~em ¯ " .."
D~e~orats (FED). ~e purpo~ of the Agre~ont Is to ~a~ a ~mpmhen~o
for ~’ordlnat~n 8rid ~mmunl~flon ~tw~n the ~un~ ~ tho FED with r~ ~ " "
en~mnmenttl pmtectlon 8~ WBter ~pply dependBbJllty Jn ~ S~ F~sn~:~,

thls ~ment Is Intended to bro~de for In~sBd ~’o~Inatlon 8rid ~mmu~l~tlon’wlth

Subst~htlve end procedural aspects of water qualiW ~ndard se~Ing,

Improved coordlns~on of water supply op~ratlons ~I~ endangered. ... ~.~;
specles ~ro~ectlon~ ~ter quallW standard compllance~ end

Development of a 16ng-te~m-solut~on to fish and ~Idllfe, ~ter ~uppl~ , ,.~.
rollabill~, flood control, ~nd water qu811~ ~ob~ems In ~o 8ay-Del~’" .."
Estua~.                            .

1. ~e Agreement set fo~h in this do~ment is In a~owledgement of
Imp~sn~ of the Bay-Delta EstuaW to the natural en~ronment and economy of California,
in re~gnffion of ~ multiple, ~mplex resour~ management decl~lons that mu~ ~ made
to stablli~, prote~,.restore, and enhan~ the Bey’Delta E~uaw, and in appre~stion of the
~osl inter~nne~ion of Federal and State interests add responsibilities in the
Estusw.

2. In ~ril 1992, Governor ~te ~lson announ~d a ~mprehensive water poliw for
~e State of California. ~at pollw was limdd at meeting ~e needs of all t~s State’s water
u~ for ~fe, reliable water supplles whi~e mitigating for past water,elated ha~s to
and wildlife and re,orang and maintaining fish and wildlife populations and habi~t.
Govsmor Wilson placed s~eclal emphasis on solving the problems of the Bay-Delta E~uaw,
re~gni~ng it as "the ~nterpiece of California’s most Intractable water p~oblsm."

3. ~ pa~ of his policy, the Gove~no~ announced that he would appoint
Oversight Council to he~p guide the State’s long-term planning and declsion-mak~ng
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On December 9, 1992, the Governor created the Bay-Delta Oversight Council (BDOC) and
directed it to develop a comprehensive program to protect and enhance the 8ay-Delte : ¢.~
Estuary by addressing water quality Issues, design and operation of water export systeml, ;.
levee end cl~annel maintenance, and means of protecting the Bay-Delta Estuary and its fi...=h
and wildlife resources. Ha proposed using the California Environmental Quality Act (Cal...
Pub. Res. Code § 21000 et sP,~] and the National Environmental Policy Act NEPA     : .~,.
(42 U.S.C. | 4321 at sP, q,) as the planning framework for the decision-making process.

4. Also on December 9, 1992, Governor Wilson created the California Water
Council consisting of representatives of eight St~ta departments and agencies with
respor~ibilitiea for Implementing State water policy. GOvernor Wilson charged ~e Council
with sharing Information and coordlnatlng activitie~ related to ~he State’s long-term wat~r~.~.
policy. .. :: ~/~

: ¯ .;.~
5. The Governor’s water policy also dlra~ed the S~ate Water Resources Co~trol:~j~l"

Board (SWRCB) to work closely-with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to ~;
develop interim water quality standards for the Bay-Delta Estuary. The SWRCB released .I
draft; interim water right decision in December 1992, but.subsequently withdrew it. On
March 25, 1994, the SWRCB announced plans t~ hold additional workshops, and to
a draft water quality control plan for release in December.1994.                  -,...

6. ~)n September 10, 1993, the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (USBPJ,’U.S..Rsh ar~j
Wildlife Service (USFWS), National Marine Fls~. erle= Service (NMFS) end EPA signed an
Agreement for Coordination creating the Federal Ecosystem Directorate with the gqal of.~::
coordinating Federal resource protection and management decisions in the Bay-Delta EstqgW
end its waters~t, ed. Federal responsibilities affecting the Bay-Delta Estuary Include ,sting : ;.
species as threatened or endangered and conducting consultations under the Federal ....:
Endangered Species Act, Implementing the Central V~lley Project Improvement. Act [CV.~
(Public Law 102-575, Title XXXIV), operating the Central Valley Project, reviewing and, ¯ ..
where necessary, promulgating water quality standards under the Clean Water Act
(33 U.S.C. § 1251 st seq.}, and reviewing water development proposals under the Fish en~
Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S,C. | 661 ~t saqJ, NEPA, Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act (33 U.S.C. § 1344), end the Rivers and Harbors ACt (33 U.S.C. | 401 at =aq,). The ..
Agreement for Coordination also states the Federal agencies" commitment "to work closely
with all involved agencies of the State of.Callfomla and the Federal government =o that, to,
the greatest ext. ant possible, our Implementation of Federal law In the Bay-Delta Estuary ..
complements the State’s ro~a in allocating water resources and the State’s continuing
efforts to preserve, protect, and enhance the natural resources of the estuary."

7. On December 15, 1993, the FED ennorJnced a series o~ coordinated actions end
.proposals to protect the fish and wildlife resources of the Bay-Delta Estuary. These included
EPA’s proposed water quality standards under the Clean Water Act, USFWS and NMFS
actions to protect winter-run salmon, delta smelt end Sacramento splittail under the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) (16 U.S.C. § 1531 ~t ~IJ, and USFW$ and USBR Woposals
under the CVPIA.
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8. Additional water management ~nd resource prote~tion and management ectione
by State and Federal agencies with responsibility in the Bay-Delta Estuary will be required
over the next several years. Close coordination between affected State and Federal
agencies is "desirable to achieve regulatory consistency and certainty and provide

environmental protection in a manner which minimizes impa~s on the State’s economy.and
water resources.

¯ ¯

9. There are three areas in which Federal-State coordination and cooperation with
respect to the Bay-Delta Estuary" are particuisrly.import’ant:

a. Water Qu~llty Standards 1formulation. Under the Federal Clean Water A~t’.~.
end the State of California’s Porter-Cologne A~t (Cal. Water Code § 13000 at seq.), the :,’-"
SWRCB and the EPA have complernentary and c~osely related roles with respect to    ".’=.~: ¯
formulation of water quality standards for the Bay-Delta Estuary. Therefore, coordination
between EPA and SWRCB Is vital tf adequate Bay-Delta protections are to be achieved and
maintained.                     ¯ ¯ ¯                                                    ".’.

b. Coot .a’L,~tlon orleeder~l an~l St~e ProJec~ Operations with ReL, uln~x~’ - "’" :~’:
Requlrem~ts. There ere numerous hydrological, contractual, and operational connectlon~:;;-
between the Federal Central Valley Project (CVP) and the State Water Project (SWP). ~’h&ab
Include the Coordinated Operation Agreement, approved by Congress in 1988 (Public
Law gg-546); joint obiigatlons to meet State water quality standards, State water tights
~permit.s, end Federal and State endangered species requirements; and jolnt ownership "an.d ’"    ’
operation of Sen Luls Reservoir and Sen Luis Canal (the J~Jint-~Jse Facilities), The Ixb]e~tk
face a shared challenge in reconcl|ing operational requirements w|th ourrent and future."

’ statutory end regulatory requirements, particulari~, thooe relating to endangered specied ~n’d
water quality. Close coordination 15 necessa~ to identify operational issues related to " "::
statutory and regulatory �ompliance and to provide a forum for addressing problems and
Issues promptly as they arlse.

In recogn|tion of the complexit~ of fish~nf, habitat, water quality, end     -.
hydrodynamic issues confront|ng resource managers in the Bay-Delta Estuary, State and
Federal agencies have participated for several years in the scientific study effort known as
the Interagency Ecological Program (IEP). The IEP serves as an example of State-Federal .-"
cooperation in the Bay-Delta Estuary. The IE~ data base and its programs provide a valuable
source of scientific |nformetIon as efforts are made to �~ordinate operational requirements
with regulatory compliance...

c. Long-Term Bay-Delta Solution. State and Federal interests and
responsibilities in the Bay-Delta Estuary ere Inextricably intertwined in the areas of fish and
w|ldl|fe protect|on and enhancement, water quality protection, flood control, and water
supply project operation. There Ls a shared State-Federal interest in pursuing long-term
solutions that adequately address the multiple environmental, economic, end water supply
interests in the Bay-Delta ecosystem: Federal end State agencies with responsibilities in the
Bay-Oelta Estuary must participate. Neither the Federal nor the State government, acting
alone, can accomplish t.hls vital task.         .
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AGREEMENT

The Council s.nd the FED agree as follows:

1. We commit to promoting maximum �oor.din~tion, communicat|on, and "
cooperation among the State and Federal agencies with Interests and responsibilities In th.e.

¯ Bay-Delta E~tuery within the limits of existing law.

2, We �ommit to meeting the requirements of State and Federal law in ¯ manner
that con~lers how the overall costs In water and dollere for achieving environmental. ;’..;

3. We agree that e me]or goal of all Sta~e ahd Feder.a.! regulatory procelzael tffs~"~i~l
the Bay-Delta Estuary should be to provide meeningfH.I regulatory stability for beneficlal.~i~_.,. -
uses of the Bay-Delta Estuary’s resources. We believe that the best means to this
develop a single, �oheF]ve program consisting of water quality standards and other
appropriate actions that meet all requirements of State end Federal law and which will
remain in effect, absent unforeseen circumstances° for a period of years.

4. We agree that a primary component of providing regulatory stability is to
Integrate current end future implementation of the. Federal end State Endangered Species
Acts into a coordinated approach to resources management in the Bay-Delta EMum’y. This
can best be a¢oompllshed by taking a comprehensive ecosystei’n approach to the pro.b_leme
of the Bay-Delta Estuary.

5. We agree that it is essential for the State and Federal agencies with regulatory
and resources management responsibilities in the Bay-Delta Estuary to reach consensus,
consistent with applicable procedural limltstio, ns, on the appropriate level of protection to be
achieved for the Bay-Delta Estuary.

6. We agree to ~uarterly joint meetings b~tween the membership of the Council and
the FED to discuss resources management Issues of mutual concern In the Bay-Delta
Estuary, and to evaluate the progress being made in the areas of water quality protect|on,
restoration of ecosystems, operations coordination, and development of a long-term Bay-
Delta Estuary solution.                         .

7. We agree that the Interagency Ecological Program will be used as one of the
sources of technical suppbr~ for State-Federal cooperative efforts in the Bay-Delta Estuaw.

8. We endorse end concur with the points of agreement attached to thls Framework
Agreement and Incorporated. in it by this reference as Exhibits A, B, and C, dealing
respectively with:       ¯

¯ State and Federal Processes for Setting Water Q~Jality Standards for the. Bay-
Delta Estuary                                                "
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¯ Coordinatlng CVP/SWP Operations With Endangered Species, Water QualiW,
and CVPIA Requlran~e’nta     ’" .... ""                        "

¯ , A Joint State-Federal Process to Develop Long-term Solutions for the
Probleme Affe~Ing Public Values In’the Bay-Delta Estuary.

9. We re~o~n~ ~hat as public a~en’det’W~’ea~h h~ ~pecifl¢’stetutory’~nd"
regblatory ~Othority en~:l responsibilitle~,.’and that o~r’ ~otl~s must tie" con~stent with ",-~.."
applic~ble procedural and ~.ubstantiva requir~en’t’s.:’.This ~A~lr~em’ant I~ intended ~o be’in ":::
furthemnoe of the agencies’ discharge of their r~spe~ve authority and responsibilities, and
its Wovl~ons are tc~ be.lnt~rete’d ~" |mplemt~ed ~¢oc~d~n~y:’ Nothing’in this .A~eemen.t
is Intended to Or ~hall h~ve the affect’of ~nstrai~ng
their statutory responsibilities. Nothing in this Agreement �onstitutes an edn~Is~dori’l~ ~/~’~
party as to the proper interpretation of any prov~on of law, Including: without limltatlon,
Ckmn W~ter.Rct Sectlor~ .~ 01 (g| dnc~ 303,~o~°is"~ir~ythlng in" this Agreembht’int~d~d to,
nor shall it h|ve ~’~hb"bffect,rof ~h~ng or limiting sny"~rty’s d.~hts" end remedies u~�l~i~"

,~..~. ~, .,’,~," ~ ...... ~.: ~.~" ~’,. ~.~ ~ ~. "....~ ..;:~,~ ". .... ¯ . ..
,...:~,~ .

: :..
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Rodney R. Mclnnis Dated "
Acting Regional Director
National Marine Fisheries Service
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Secretary, Cakfornla Rmmource$ Agency . .... .. ..
Chair, California Water Policy Council , . ".

Callfomil Department of Fish Ind Game~
.:" . .. .. ¯ ; ..

D-qvld N. n Dir Dated
California Department of Wirer Resources ...... --" " " ~ .":~

¯ Cllifomla Bay-Delta Overslght Ceun~ll ’.

Se~etary for Envlronment~l Protection
California Env|~onmemar Protection Agency

Caffrey, ¯ .-. ¯ Dated
Water

E--005872
E-005872



POINTS OF AGREEMENT
ON

STATE ~ FEDERAL I~OCF_~SF_~ FOR SETTING
WATER QUALITY STANDARDS FOR M BAY-DELTA F-STUARY

1. EPA has proposed and received public comments on draft water quality s~rt~r~s
for the Bay-Delta Estuary pursuant to Section 303(_c)(3) and 303(c)(4| of the Clean Water
Act (3:3 U.$.C. | 1313(c)(3L (4)). EPA w.lll take final action on the proposed standards by
December.15, 1994. These standards are Intended to supersede and supplement 1991
SWRCB standards disapproved by EPA relating to estuarln~ habitat and oth~ fish and
wildlife uee$ of the Bay-Delta Estuary. Upon it.s approval of State-submitted standards
meeting the requirements of the Clean Water Act, E.PA w!ll initiate necessary rulomaklng
action, �onsistent with the Clean Water Act, to withdraw the Federal standards, Prior to
any action on State-submitted ktandsrda, EPA will consult with U.SFWS and NMFS as
required, by Section 7 of the Federal Endangered Sl~ecies Act (16 U.S.C. § 1538).

2. Commen~ing with workshops in April t 994, SWRCB. will update end revise its
lg91 Water Quality Control Plan for the Bay-Delta Estuary, including revisl~)n of the State
standards to meat Federal Clean Water Act requirements, and will release a new draft Plan
by December 1994..The workshops will solicit commi)nts and recommendations from
Interested parties on the scope of the revlow, the level of protectior) that should be provided
to fish and wildlife beneficial uses, the alternatives available to ach|ove that level of    " "
protection, and related issues.

3. The resultsof this process will be use(J to prepare a draft water quality control
plan and an evaluation of the-environmental and economic effects of the. draft plan and its
alternatives pursuant to all’ applicable provisions of the California Water Code, the Feder~l
Clean Water Act, and the California Environmental Quality Act "(CEQA). A hearing will. be
held approximately 60 days after the releas~ of the draft plan to solicit comments on the
draft plan. The SWRCB will then consider adoption of the.draft plan at a subsequent pqbllc
meeting. After adoption of the plan end Its approval by the California Office of
Administrative Law (0AL), the new or revised water quality standards contained in the plari
that are subject to Federal authority will be sub.mltted to EPA for its review and approval.

4. The SWRCB .will lnitlete a water dght p.rocee.dlng for the purpose of allocatlng
responsiblilty to comply with water quality standards meeting the requrrements of the Clean
Water Act among the water right holders In the Bay-Delta watershed and to establish terms
and �onditions in appropriate water right permits. A CEOA document (probably an EIR) will
be prepared before adoption of a water right decision.

8. The SWRCB will seek agreement with the California Department of Water
Resources and the U.S. Department of the Interior to operate the SWP and CVP to make an
equitable �ontribution to meeting the standards, sterling in. calendar year 1995, while the
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SWRCB is working On a water rights decision to equit~bly allocate responsibility among
water right he/dare in the Bay-Delta watershed,~J

6, The time schedule for these State Board activities is provided below,

* March 1~94 .      Distribute workshop notice |nitlatin~ review of th~ water quality
centre! plan

¯ ,~pdl-July. 1994 Co’nduct workshops to receive !nput on the 1994 following ~ubJects,
":": :’: ":’:’~: ~ :;" ’add posslbly othera’~ "’"     ’ ’               ’"           ."
: .-" .: ~::.: .. . .

.: "" " " : ,. April - EPAfl=ederal Ecosystem’Dlrectorete’prop~sed standarc~s~’-’
". .’.".*. " -           Level of protection hecessary for’the’Bay-Delta                                              Estu~.r~r

"" ’-::-: "":" :’ "" ;’" May - "ES~ issues ";" ¯ ¯ ¯

. ¯ "-" -’~:" " " -"* "- Other Delta diversions .....
¯ ~ "- "" ~:~" ~" ~ "" "" ’ - S~rlped bass ...." ’ "" " "" ¯ .’" ". ".;:~. ~’~

-p., ¯ .... : :,~....;,~.;

¯ "Jun.e - Exotic spades
. ¯ ,~.: ¯ - Fishery declins~ from othe~ causes " ": - Operationa’by’.CVP~SWP for ESA and other "s~)~ci, ea of "

"" "" : concern --: "’" ¯ "    ~’~:"

.’" ~" :: - Effects of projects other tha~ SWPICVP " "’~.

........ Recommendations for alternative ~tandarda ..... ~.~
- Interim implementation of standards by SWP/CVP during¯

"           1995 end until water rights declslon is implemented

~ July-Nove.~nber. .An.~lyza data and write draft Water Quality Control Plan
1994 "" ~’ ’ " ~, ""

e Dscembe’r lgg4 . - Release draft Water Quality Control P/an and Notice of Heari~ to
:’" Consider Plan

: Negotiate Fgmemen, ts for compflsnce with draf~ standards dudng"
1995 and until water r|ghta, decision |a implemented (see       ""
footnote/.1)

¯ January 1995 Commence SWP/CVP operations under interim compliance standards-~

1. It mw be possible for the standards to be ph~ssd, with the Inidal phase implemented by the
projects dudng tJ~e. water ~ghts hearings, Compliance .w.ith F,~dengered Species Act requirements
affecting the I~y-Del~ rrmy result in actions whir.,h ©onUi1~te to or result in meedng the

2, Becauss of procedural ¢omplexlt;es and numbers of divor~ons affected, the Water rights process
could take up to two years to complete.
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" ¯ February 1995 Conduct Water Quality Cont.toI,plan hearing

¯ March 1995 Adc~pt Water Quality .Control Plan

¯ J~ne 1995. Commence.     .. water rig, h, is, p.rocele... . ....
~ ¯ .,. :. .~ ,.
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1. l.~Ing of the wlnter-nJn Chlnook salmon and delta s.melt under the State end
Federal Endangered Species Acts has resulted In biological opinions by NMFS, USFWS and
the California Department of Fish and Gems (DFG) containing constraints on CVP and SWP
operations. Additional listing of other species, such as the Sacramento splittail, could
require additional oonstralnts on project operations.                                "

2, The 1993 wlntsr-run Chinook ~almon bioloolcal oplnlon issued by NMFS snd
adopted by DFG includes a reaspnabla end prudent alternative (RPA) and in~idental take ¯
statement that set requirements for’Sacramento River flows and ~empemture, Delta Cross-
Channel gate operation, Delta channel flows, SWP-CVP ooordinatlon and cooperation, take
limits, cam/over storage requirements at Shasta Rese~volr, operation restrictions at
Red Bluff Diversion Dam, monitoring and studies, and creation of a monitoring work group
and an operations and management work group to �oordinate Implementation of the RPA.

3~ The 1994 delta smelt biological opinion issued by USFWS and under
oonsideretlon for adoption by DFG Includes an RPA and incidental take statement that let.
requirements for transport and habitat flows, San Joaquln River transport flows, late
spawning protection, Sulsun Marsh salinity control structure operation, SWP.CVP
coordination and cooperation, take limits, monitoring and studies, end provide’for creation
of a working group end a management group to coordinate Implementation of the RPA.

4. A high level of coordination by resource managers, water operators, and
biologists Is needed to provide r, omprehenslve end effective Implementation of the ~omplex
requlramen~s for resource protection affecting Bay-Delta resources and the CVP and SWP
operations.                                                                -.

6. A CVP/SWP Operations-Endangered Spaclea Coordination Group (’Coordination
Group’) shall be establ~shed consisting of representatives of USFWS, USBR, NMFS, EPA,
DFG, DWR, and staff of the SWRCB. The Coordination Group will exchange Information
and facilitate the coordination of water project olSerati(ins with requirements of the RPAs

" under the winter-run salmon and the delta smelt biological opinions, the State and Federal
water quality standards, and the CVPIA.

6. Issues that may be presented within the Coordination Group Include:

- Review of project operations;

Review of operating parameters in biological opinions;

B-I
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-- Review of fish dietr;bution and fish population levels:

-- Review of status of endangered species take;

Review of .fish identification p.roc~dures;

-- Discussion (~f strlteglee for Implementation ~)f flsher~ proteotions to
l:onflict~ between ~)p~lr~tlon/~" ,~a~r q~|it# requh~r~e!~ts, and fl~e~ needs Jn
~e Bay-Delta ~tue~ ~nd Itb wbter~d; ~ ’ ."

- Coordination of the win~r~un salmon monltoring and operations and
:: management wo~ groups wl~ the d~ smelt management and wo~ g~. "

~d wl~ the lntemg~w.E~ogi~l.~mm;     ¯ ¯    ... :~’~."

-. D~s~on ~f s~tegles for ~pl~~ o.f ~ay-D~ ~tua~

¯ -. - ~ew of ~n~ ~mnt ~ the.~hnu~. CV~ water ~b~t~ ~

Restoration Program; and ....~ -. ¯ -: , .:.:;

- Cooperation .with the Inleragenw E~I~I~I Program aS we~ ~l b~erl ~ "" ~: ...
dateline factors affe~Ing Oslta habitat and health of fish,lea,
idenll~ appropriate ~=e~tive mea~ur~ for t~e CVP and ~P.

7, ~s Coordina~lon Group ~,1i meet Is n~,~ t0,~pll~’the ~~ of
this Agreement .... . ...........

;

8. ~e C~rdinlllon Group shall p,~dl~ly ~vlda briefings on Its renews, -’-
~mmenda~ons, and a~Ivitl~ to the Governor’@ Ware( Poli~ ~uncil ~nd the FED.
~ordinatlon Group shall also pro~de pe~odi= briefings to other ~tereMed

E--005877
1=-005877



EXHIBIT C

POINTS OF AGREEMENT
ON

 ’ OC SS

 -SL C

To secure California’s water future, the Council and the FED commit to work
together to equitably reconcile the aconomio and environmental values that ere dependent.
on the Bay-Delta Estuan/consistent w|th achieving and maintaining ¯tatutory:objsctivea.

¯ . The Council and the FED are committed to the principles detailed herein. Taken.
together, they provide a foundation for a Joint proceu to develop ¯ long-term ~olution for
the problems affecting publlo values in the Bay-Delta Estuary..The I~rocou will be a~Isted
by ¢iti~en-advisors gathered from Cal.ifornia’a agricultural; envlronmental,’urban and other
affected Interests. Thb process wlll be administered through �OOl~erative and coordinated
activities of responsible State and Federal agencies, will incorporate full and �~. ordinated
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and will ensure maximum .opportunities for public
Involvement.

The Council and the FED jointly commit to the followin~:
............. . .-. : ",. .- ;,~.~

.r,,_nhlpmF ~(f_~t_|h~ f~hp_ Rp.~_--~plt~_F:_~.ary’e .nllhllP- v~hms. These values include:

A. Water quality . ¯ - ..

B. Guarantees for protection, of the Bay-Delta Estuary and its fish and wildlife
resources

C. Effective planning and operation ~)f water export systems

D. Maintenance of Delta levees end channels’ ¯ "

2. ~h~ P, hl|P~ w_;llh~vn ~ *,_~ntra! rnl~.~ A ~mmi~e of ~tizen-adviso~, repre~nting
Calif~;a’s ~gt;cultural, environmental, ur~n and other affected i~terests will be ~eated to
ad~so ~0 respon~ble agendas. ~Js committee will meet the requlrem~ts of 8ppll~ble
S~to and Federal laws. It’will Include exiling me,bar8 of the State’s Bay-Delta ~r~ght
Coun~i 81 8pprop~ate, with additional appointments as needed to ensure baltn~d
representation. Activities of the ~tlzen-ad~rs include:

A. Recommend oHectives to ~ met, including both the problemsto be
addressed and a spe~fic set of oHe~ives.
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B. Recommend neutral evaluation criteria to measure the effactlveneas of
alternative solutions consistent with statutory and regulatory authorities.

(~. Recommend specific solution alternatives to be. evaluated in a formal
CEQA/NEPA process carried out by one or more agencies.

D. A~ pert of "~ha CEQA/NEPA environmental documentation proceu,
recommend the best solution alternative for implementation by"the appropriate agencies,

Wit_bin the CFf~A/NFPA fmmawnrlt TO assure thoroughness, objectivity, end credibility, the
comparative evaluation of selected ~olutlon alternatives will be conducted within the     ’
CEQA/NEPA framework. This will ensure that all reasonable alternatives will be fully and
fairly considered, and that formulation of the solution aitematlvee and.the detailed study of
them will occur in an open forum.

m~nm~em~nt_ ~f t_hn F_nlut_l_~n-_flnrl[n_.n .nrn~-~m~. The Agencies also commit to the previ~|on of
Information to the citizen advisory committee. The Bay-Delta solution-finding process will
also utilize the ongoing Interagenw Ecological Program as an additional source of
appropriate technical support.

lrnnr~w-~n~.nt A~f and nfher ~n_nnln~ nrn~eee~’ The CVPIA iS major legislation influencing
....... the management of the CVP, the single largest souro~ of ~eveloped water in Callfomia-

Management of the CVP is linked to operation of the State Water I~oJect through the
Coordinated Operation Agreement, through operation of Joint Use Facilities, and through

¯ joint obligations to meet water quality standards and endangered species requirements.
There is a long history of joint planning and oooperetion between the State and Federal
governments regarding operations in the Delta. Where appropriate, Implementation of the
CVPIA end the Bay-Delta Estuaw solution-finding processeawill be closely coordinated to
support and complement one another.

Rr~ally, similar coordination will be developed between the Bay-Delta ~olutJon-flndlng
process and other exi~t|ng State and Federal p~ograms focused on the Bay-Delta Estuary.

6. lm~l_~m_~,_nf~Hnn, The State and Federal agencies commlt to develop as soon
practicable such details as are necessary to commence joint management of the long-term
solution-finding process. In the interim, the FED agrees to cooperate, as appropriate, with
the State’s current long-term solution finding process..
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